remote from our own in chronological and spatial terms places them at no greater disadvantage than men entering the field. As a discipline, medieval studies has become a more neutral playing field. Of course it is also true that women scholars have now opened new questions about medieval women's historical agency and the construction of gender. These are fruitful debates that draw in more investigators. And feminist medieval discourse represents one of the few radical discourses left in academia; it attracts inquiring minds for that reason.
To turn to the second question, because of this attraction future search committees will continue to find more women-well trained, first rate scholars, I might add-to choose from when they make an appointment in medieval studies. This leaves search committees with two choices: I) appoint a woman and accept the possibility that she will construct her courses and her scholarship around her interests, which may include a feminist agenda of women or gender, or 2) find grounds for excluding women candidates. In these days of Affirmative Action the latter is a peril-filled path but, of course, that may change due to political action. Perhaps more importantly such exclusion would eliminate some of the finest products being turned from our graduate schools today, and few first rate institutions are prepared to take that path.
Is it possible that we are entering a seller's market? Now that would be a new twist.
Susan Mosher Stuard, Haverford College

